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OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION UNITS 1, 2 & 3
— &

DOCKET NoS. 30-269/270/287

MEETING SUMMARY - AUGUST 16, 1972

SCussion Items

==—==210n ltems

Seismic Analysis of Jocassee Danm Spillway (Hulman, Site Safety,
dltended), This Deeting is Covered in 5 Separate report,

Fu.l eXamination 3, the Oconee fuel Storage pi¢ (Davis, PWR=-4 ,
dttended),

Primaty pump Wounting,
Additiona] Tequests for information from ME3,
Class 17 fluid System fajlyre.

Industria] Security Plan (Van Niel, OR, dttended),

Summary of Above Discussion Items

1.
2.

3.

Covered by Separate report.

Appendix 3 and to reviey what others like Tva and Millstone are doing
in the development of a Ranual. Dyke had already reviewed the VA
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Parker was tcld that we have received no information on the proposed
PIE (post irradiatiom [fuel] examina*ion) program and that we (DR)
look unfavorably on the intentional violation of fuel clad in an
operating reactor facility. If Duke (and B&W) wish to pursue this
matter further it should make a formal request for our review but

we discourage doing so.

Parker was not familiar with the details of the primary pump mounting.
The system is designed so that the pumps are supported by the piping
but other than seismic restraints he was not sure what other hanger
arrangements exist. Duke will call on this item.

In one areca concerning the acceptance criteria and vibration testing
of piping and Class I equipment a MEB reviewer was not satisfied
with Dukes response to the June 18, 1972 meeting questions. The
concerns were passed on to Parker and Duke will c.ll to discuss them.

Accord.ng to Parker Duke nas made flooding calculations and determined
that adequate response time exists O take protective action in the
event a condenser cooling water line should rupture via the turbine
building and threaten safety equipment in the auxiliary building.
These results will be discussed by phone.

Parker was told that the informal draft Industrial Security Plan
reviewed by Van Niel is not acequate. The areas of deficiency were
given to Parker. An October 2, 1972 date was set for formal submittal

of the plan.



